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REMARKS 
35 U.S.C. § 112. Claim Rejections. 

5. Claims 16 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, as 
5 failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as 
to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most 
nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

10 Claim 16 and 29 recite the limitation "implicitly determined". This does not 
clearly define the enablement requirement of the claimed invention". 

Applicant has amended Claim 16, to claim the process of Claim 14, wherein 
the subject matter is determined from the received search parameters. 
15 Applicant has amended Claim 29, to the process of Claim 27, wherein the 
subject matter is determined from the received search parameters- 
Support is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 21, lines 30-35; 
on page 24, lines 35 to 39; and in Claims 45 and 61. 

20 

Applicant respectfully submits that Claims 16 and 29, as amended, 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the invention, and are seen to 
overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph. 

25 35 U.S.C. § 101 . Claim Rejections. 

7. The Office Action states that "Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. §101 because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory 
subject matter". 

30 Applicant disagrees that Claims 1 , 1 7, 30 and 46 are directed to non-statutory 
subject matter, and reserves the right to present the same or similar claims in 
a related application. 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 1, to claim a process 
35 implemented across a network, comprising the steps of: 
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receiving identification of at least one source specified by a user at a 
terminal; 

receiving a search query from tlie user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 
5 providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
10 subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 

of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
15 and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
recipient other than the user. 

Applicant submits that Claim 1 as amended clearly produces a "useful, 
20 concrete and tangible result", in that the process provides, inter alia, a refined 
search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources in 
conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
25 subsequently refining search results with information from at least one of the 
user-specified sources, and 

perfomiing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results 
with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; and 
30 returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 

recipient other than the user." 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 17, to claim a process 
implemented across a network, comprising the steps of: 
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soliciting from a user at a terminal any of an identification and a 
selection of at least one information source; 

receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 
using information from at least one of the solicited information 

sources In conjunction with the received search parameters to perform 

the search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the solicited information sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the solicited information 
sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
recipient other than the user. 

Applicant submits that Claim 17 as amended clearly produces a "useful, 
concrete and tangible result", in that the process provides, inter alia, "a 
refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using Information from at least one of the solicited information 

sources in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform 

the search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the solicited information sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the solicited information 
sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
recipient other than the user." 
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Applicant has amended independent Claim 30, to claim a search 
enhancement system, comprising: 
a search engine; 

at least one source comprising information; 
5 means for receiving a search query entered by a user at a terminal, the 

search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by the user; 

means for receiving identification of at least one of the sources 
specified by the user; and . 

means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
10 comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search at the search engine; 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
15 search parameters and subsequently refining search results with 

information from at least one of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
search parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and 
sorting of the search results with information from at least one of the 
20 user-specified sources; and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 
and a recipient other than the user. 

Applicant submits that Claim 30, as amended, comprises statutory means for 
25 the claimed system, and clearly produces a "useful, concrete and tangible 

result", in that the system comprises, inter alia, "means for providing a refined 

search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources in 

conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the search at the 
30 search engine; 

perfomning the search at the search engine with the received search 

parameters and subsequently refining search results with information from at 

least one of the user-specified sources, and 
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performing the search at the search engine with the received search 
parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 
search results with information from at least one of the user-specified 
sources; and 

5 means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 

and a recipient other than the user." 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 46, to claim a system 
implemented across a network, comprising: 
10 a search query received from a user terminal located on the network, 

the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by a 
user; 

a source selection received from the user terminal, the source 
selection specified by the user; 
15 means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 

comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search; 

20 . performing the search with the received search parameters and 

subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 

of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 

subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
25 results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 

and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
recipient other than the user. 

30 Support is seen in. the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on page 13, lines 30-31; on page 13, 
line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18, line 3; on page 18, 
line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1-4 and 30-37; on 
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page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4, 10-11, 13-14, 17-19. 26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 
42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15. 

Applicant submits that Claim 46, as amended, comprises statutory means for 
5 the claimed system, clearly produces a "useful, concrete and tangible result", 
in that the system comprises, inter alia, "means for providing a refined search, 
wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources in 
conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the search; 
.10 performing the search with the received search parameters and 

subsequently refining search results with information from at least one of the 
user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results 
15 with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 
and a recipient other than the user." 

Applicant submits therefore that Claims 1, 7, 30 and 46, as amended, 
20 overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §101 because the claims are 
directed to statutory subject matter. 

The Office Action also stated that "all claims should be checked for 
clarification. Appropriate action is required." Applicant has checked the 
25 claims for clarification as discussed further below. 

35 U.S.C. § 102. Claim Rejections. 

9. The Office Action states that "Claims 1-11, 13-24, 26-40, 42-56 and 58-61 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Haitsuka et al. 
30 (Haitsuka hereinafter)(U.S. Patent No. 6,847,992 B1 , filed October 1 9, 1 999). 
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Hilton Davis / Festo Statement 

Applicant disagrees tliat Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46 are anticipated by Haitsuka. 
Applicant reserves the right to present the same or similar claims in a related 
Application. For sake of convenience in prosecution, Applicant has amended 
Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46, as discussed below, to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim some of the preferred embodiments of the invention. 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 1, to claim a process 
implemented across a network, comprising the steps of: 

receiving Identification of at least one source specified by a user at a 
terminal; 

receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with inforniatlon from at least one 
of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with Information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
and 

retuming the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
recipient other than the user. 

Support is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 26 to page 13, line 21; on page 13, lines 30-31; on page 13, 
line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18, line 3; on page 18, 
line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1-4 and 30-37; on 
page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4, 10-11, 13-14, 17-19, 26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 
42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15. 


8 


Application No. 10/685,747 


Haitsuka describes data pass-through to sponsors, as seen at least in the 
Abstract, wherein; 

"there is provided a client application for enabling access to an online 
sen/ice and displaying advertisements while the user is accessing the 
online service. The client application receives play lists from the online 
service provider. The play lists include information about 
advertisements to be played and the order of play. The client 
application displays advertisements continuously within a dedicated 
client window while the user is connected to and/or using the online 
service. The client application preferably records informational data 
related to the user. When the user clicks-on an advertisement, the 
client application and an online server forward the user's informational 
data to the advertisement's sponsor. The sponsor uses the information 
to provide the user with customized information related to the 
advertisement." 

Haitsuka deschbes advertising click-through details from a client application 
to an online service through displayed advertisements, as seen at least in col. 
4. line 43 to col. 5, line 4, wherein: 

"there is provided a client application for enabling access to an online 
service and displaying advertisements while the user has access to the 
online service. The client application receives play lists from the online 
service provider, The play lists include information about 
advertisements to be played and the order of play. The client 
application displays advertisements in a client window continuously 
while the user has access to the online sen/ice. When a user clicks on 
an advertisement, the client application causes a resource associated 
with the advertisement to be loaded by a browser application. 

In another aspect of the invention, an online server obtains descriptive 
information related to the user, such as the user's age, gender. 
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address, interests, marriage status, income, and occupation. The client 
application monitors the user's click-throughs of advertisements. 
Whenever a user clicks-through on an advertisement, the client 
application initiates a process whereby the user-related information is 
passed to the advertisement's sponsor. The sponsor then utilizes the 
user-related information to select an electronic presentation for the 
user that is related to the advertisement. In one embodiment, the 
process occurs in real time. The online server processes the user 
information and identifies one or more resources that are accessed to 
provide the user with an electronic presentation related to the 
advertisement. In another embodiment, the user-related information is 
stored in a data store for the sponsor. The sponsor can then analyze 
the data over time and modify or enhance one or more electronic 
presentations associated with the advertisement." 

Applicant submits that the click-through navigation of Haitsuka is significantly 
different than Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46, as amended. 

Regarding Claim 1, the Office Action states that "Haitsuka discloses a 

process for enhancing a search, comprising the steps of: 

receiving a source selection from a user (Col. 4, lines 60-53, Haitsuka); 
receiving results of a search (Col. 4, lines 54-57, Haitsuka); and 
enhancing the search results with information from the selected source 

(Col. 5, lines 3-4, Haitsuka)." 

Haitsuka describes basic details of click-through of an advertisement, as seen 
at least in Col. 4, lines 50-53, wherein: 

"When a user clicks on an advertisement, the client application causes 
a resource associated with the advertisement to be loaded by a 
browser application." 

Applicant submits that the click-through as described by Haitsuka is 
significantly different than Claim 1, as amended, whereby a search query is 
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received from a user terminal located on the networl<, and winerein the search 
query comprises "at least one search parameter specified by a user". 

Haitsuka also describes details of acquisition of information related to a user 
by a server, as seen at least in col. 4, lines 54-57, wherein; 

"In another aspect of the invention, an online server obtains descriptive 
information related to the user, such as the user's age, gender, 
address, interests, marriage status, income, and occupation." 

Haitsuka also describes details of analysis of user-related data over time and 
subsequent use, as seen at least in col. 5, lines 1-4, wherein: 

"the user-related information is stored in a data store for the sponsor. 
The sponsor can then analyze the data over time and modify or 
enhance one or more electronic presentations associated with the 
advertisement". 

Applicant submits that "descriptive information related to the user" that is 
obtained by a server, such as for a sponsor, as described by Haitsuka, is 
significantly different than Claim 1, as amended, whereby identification of at 
least one source specified by a user at a terminal is received, and wherein a 
refined search is provided, wherein the refinement comprises any of using 
information from at least one of the user-specified sources in conjunction with 
the received search parameters to perform the search, performing the search 
with the received search parameters and subsequently refining search results 
with information from at least one of the user-specified sources, and 
performing the search with the received search parameters and subsequently 
providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results with information 
from at least one of the user-specified sources. 

Therefore, in regard to Claim 1 as amended, Applicant submits that Haitsuka 
fails to disclose "a process implemented across a network, comprising the 
steps of: 
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receiving identification of at least one source specified by a user at a 
terminal; 

receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
and 

returning the results of the. refined search to any of the user and a recipient 
other than the user." 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 17, to claim a process 
implemented across a network, comprising the steps of: 

soliciting from a user at a terminal any of an identification and a 
selection of at least one information source; 

receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 
using information from at least one of the solicited information 

sources in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform 

the search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the solicited information sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
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results with information from at least one of the solicited information 
sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
recipient other than the user. 

Support is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on page 13, lines 30-31; on page 13, 
line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18. line 3; on page 18, 
line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1-4 and 30-37; on 
page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4, 10-11, 13-14, 17-19, 26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 
42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1 -1 1 and 1 5. 

Regarding Claim 17, the Office Action states that "Haitsuka discloses a 
process for enhancing a search, comprising the steps of: 

receiving a search query and at least one source selection from a user 
(Fig. 5, item 540, Col. 13, lines 23-36, Haitsuka); 

modifying the search query based on information from the selected 
source (Fig. 6, item 615 and 620, Col. 14. lines 41-43 and 51-53, Haitsuka); 
and 

performing a search based upon the modified search query (Col. 14, 
lines 57-59)." 

Haitsuka describes a match list comprising match objects, as seen at least in 
col. 12, lines 57-67, wherein: 

"The client application 110 preferably also receives from the OSP 
server 130 a match list, The match list comprises one or more match 
objects. The match objects each comprise an activity identifier and an 
ad object. The match list guides the client application 110 to display 
certain advertisements notwithstanding the play list. The activity 
identifier preferably comprises resource locators and keywords which 
are used for targeting advertising to the user. The activity identifier may 
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also be an object which altogether describes an online activity in which 
the user may become involved, such as email or chat." 

Haltsul<a describes a use of a match list to "display an appropriate 
advertisement" when a user goes to a search engine, as seen at least in 
Figure 5, item 540 and in col. 13, lines 23-30, wherein: 

"As another example, the user might go to a search engine which is 
known to the online service provider, and search for information about 
the sale of automobiles based upon the keywords "automobile sales." 
The client application 110 preferably checks if ttie keywords sent to 
these selected search engines are activity identifiers in the match list. If 
so, then the client application 110 preferably displays the appropriate 
advertisement." 

Haitsuka describes the display of an advertisement in a client window, and 
subsequent click-though selection, as seen at least in Figure 6, item 615 and 
item 620 and in col. 14, lines 41-43 and 51-53, wherein: 

"In step 615, the client application 110 causes advertisements to be 
displayed in the client window 200 on the display 101"; and 
"At some point during the online session, the user clicks on or 
otherwise selects a sponsored advertisement in the client window 200 
(step 620).° 

Haitsuka describes a notification that identifies a user associated with click- 
though selection, as seen at least in Figure 5, item 540 and in col. 14, lines 
56-61, wherein: 

"The notification signal preferably includes an advertisement 
identification code that the OSP server 130 uses to identify the 
advertisement on which the user clicked. The notification signal also 
includes a user identification code that identifies the user that clicked 
on the advertisement." 
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While Haitsuka describes the display of an "appropriate" advertisement for a 
user while using a search engine, such as seen in at least in col. 13, lines 23- 
30, there is no disclosure or suggestion, express or implied, of "soliciting from 
5 a user any of an identification and a selection of at least one information 
source; 

receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 
10 using information from at least one of the solicited information 

sources in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform 
the search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
15 of the solicited information sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and subsequently 
providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results with information 
from at least one of the solicited information sources". 

20 Therefore, in regard to Claim 17 as amended, Applicant submits that 
Haitsuka fails to disclose or suggest "a process implemented across a 
network, comprising the steps of: 

soliciting from a user at a terminal any of an Identification and a 
selection of at least one information source; 
25 receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 

least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the solicited information 
sources in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform 
30 the search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the solicited information sources, and 
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performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results vi/ith information from at least one of the solicited information 
sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
recipient other than the user." 


Regarding Claim 30, the Office Action states that "Haitsuka discloses a 
search enhancement system, comprising: 
1 0 a search engine (Col. 1 3, lines 23-24, Haitsuka); 

at least one user-selectable source (Col. 4, lines 50-51 , Haitsuka); 

an application module associated with the search engine to send a 
search query to the search engine, to receive a search query from a user 
(Col. 4, lines 50-53, Haitsuka), to receive a selection of at least one of the 
15 sources from the user (Col. 4, lines 50-53, Haitsuka), to receive results from 
the search engine (Col. 4, lines 54-57, Haitsuka), to enhance the results from 
the search engine based on information from the selected sources (Col. 5, 
lines 3-4, Haitsuka)." 

20 Haitsuka describes a use of a match list to "display an appropriate 
advertisement" when a user goes to a search engine that is "known to the 
. online service provider, as seen at least in Figure 5, item 540 and in col. 13, 
lines 23-30, wherein: 

25 "As anothier example, the user might go to a search engine which is 

known to the online service provider, and search for information about 
the sale of automobiles based upon the keywords "automobile sales." 
The client application 110 preferably checks if the keywords sent to 
these selected search engines are activity identifiers in the match list. If 

30 so, then the client application 110 preferably displays the appropriate 

advertisement." 
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As discussed above, Haitsuka describes advertising click-througli details from 
a client application to an online service through displayed advertisements, as 
seen at least in col. 4, line 43 to col. 5, line 4. wherein: 

"there is provided a client application for enabling access to an online 
service and displaying advertisements while the user has access to the 
online service. The client application receives play lists from the online 
service provider. The play lists include information about 
advertisements to be played and the order of play. The client 
application displays advertisements in a client window continuously 
while the user has access to the online sen/ice. When a user clicks on 
an advertisement, the client application causes a resource associated 
with the advertisement to be loaded by a browser application, 

In another aspect of the invention, an online server obtains descriptive 
information related to the user, such as the user's age, gender, 
address, interests, marriage status, income, and occupation. The client 
application monitors the user's click-throughs of advertisements. 
Whenever a user clicks-through on an advertisement, the client 
application initiates a process whereby the user-related information is 
passed to the advertisement's sponsor. The sponsor then utilizes the 
user-related information to select an electronic presentation for the 
user that is related to the advertisement. In one embodiment, the 
process occurs in real time. The online server processes the user 
information and identifies one or more resources that are accessed to 
provide the user with an electronic presentation related to the 
advertisement. In another embodiment, the user-related information is 
stored in a data store for the sponsor. The sponsor can then analyze 
the data over time and modify or enhance one or more electronic 
presentations associated with the advertisement." 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 30, to claim a search 
enhancement system, comphsing: 
a search engine; 
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at least one source comprising information; 

means for receiving a search query entered by a user at a terminal, the 
search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by the user; 
means for receiving identification of at least one of the sources 
5 specified by the user; and 

means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
1 0 search at the search engine; 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
search parameters and subsequently refining search results with 
Information from at least one of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
15 search parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and 

sorting of the search results with information from at least one of the 
user-specified sources; and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 
and a recipient other than the user. 

20 

Support Is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on page 13. lines 30-31; on page 13, 
line.38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18, line 3; on page 18. 
line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
25 lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1-4 and 30-37; on 
page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4, 10-11, 13-14. 17^19. 26-27, 30-32, 39-40. 
42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15. 

Applicant submits that the click-through as described by Haitsuka is 
30 significantly different than Claim 30, as amended, whereby a search query is 
received from a user terminal, and wherein the search query comprises "at 
least one search parameter specified by a user". 
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As well, user click-through and subsequent loading of a "resource associated 
with the advertisement", as described by Haitsuka (as seen at least in col. 4, 
lines 50-53) is significantly different than Claim 30, as amended, whereby 
identification is received of at least one source that Is specified by the user. 

5 

Furthermore, Haitsuka is silent in regard to providing a refined search, 
wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one user-specified source in 
conjunction with received search parameters to perform a search at a search 
10 engine; 

performing a search at the search engine with received search 
parameters and subsequently refining search results with information from at 
least one user-specified source, and 

performing a search at the search engine with the received search 
15 parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 
search results with information from at least one user-specified source. 

In addition, Haitsuka is silent in regard for returning the results of such a 
refined search to any of the user and a recipient other than the user. 

20 

Therefore, in regard to Claim 30 as amended, Applicant submits that 
Haitsuka clearly fails to disclose or suggest "a search enhancement system, 
comprising: 

a search engine; 
25 at least one source comprising information; 

means for receiving a search query entered by a user at a terminal, the 
search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by the user; 

means for receiving identification of at least one of the sources 
specified by the user; and 
30 means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 

comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search at the search engine; 
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performing the search at the search engine with the received 
search parameters and subsequently refining search results with 
information from at least one of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
5 search parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and 

sorting of the search results with information from at least one of the 
user-specified sources; and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 
and a recipient other than the user" 

10 

Regarding Claim 46, the Office Action states that "Haitsuka discloses a 
system for enhancing a search implemented across a network, comprising: 

a search query from a user terminal located on the network (Fig. 2, 
item 120, Col. 4, lines 50-53, Haitsuka); 
15 a source selection from the user terminal (Fig, 5, item 540, Col. 13, 

lines 23-26, Haitsuka); and 

a modification of the search query based on information provided 
across the network from the selected source (Fig. 6, item 615 and 620, Col. 
14, lines 41-43 and 51-53, Haitsuka)." 

20 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 46, to claim a system 
implemented across a network, comprising: 

a search query received from a user terminal located on the network, 
the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by a 
25 user; 

a source selection received from the user terminal, the source 
selection specified by the user; 

means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of 

30 using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 

in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search; 


20 


Application No. 10/685,747 


performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
5 subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 

results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 
and a recipient other than the user. 

10 

Support is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on page 13, lines 30-31; on page 13, 
line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18, line 3; on page 18, 
line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
15 lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1-4 and 30-37; on 
page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4, 10-11, 13-14, 17-19. 26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 
42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15. 

Applicant submits that the click-through as described by Haitsuka is 
20 significantly different than Claim 46, as amended, whereby a search query is 
received from a user terminal located on the network, and wherein the search 
query comprises "at least one search parameter specified by the user". 

As well, user click-through and subsequent loading of a "resource associated 
25 with the advertisement", as described by Haitsuka (as seen at least in col. 4, 
lines 50-53) is significantly different than Claim 46, as amended, whereby 
source selection specified by the user is received from the user terminal. 

Haitsuka describes a use of a match list to "display an appropriate 
30 advertisement" when a user goes to a search engine that is "known to the 
online service provider", as seen at least in Figure 5, item 540 and in col. 13, 
lines 23-30, wherein: 
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"As another example, the user might go to a search engine which is 
known to the online service provider, and search for information about 
the sale of automobiles based upon the keywords "automobile sales." 
The client application 110 preferably checks if the keywords sent to 
5 these selected search engines are activity identifiers in the match list. If 

so, then the client application 110 preferably displays the appropriate 
advertisement." 

Haitsuka describes the display of an advertisement in a client window, and 
10 subsequent click-though selection, as seen at least in Figure 6, item 615 and 
item 620 and in col. 14, lines 41-43 and 51-53, wherein: 

"In step 615, the client application 110 causes advertisements to be 
displayed in the client window 200 on the display 101"; and 
15 "At some point during the online session, the user clicks on or 

otherwise selects a sponsored advertisement in the client window 200 
(step 620)." 

While Haitsuka describes the display of an "appropriate" advertisement for a 
20 user while using a search engine, such as seen in at least in col. 13, lines 23- 
30, there is no disclosure or suggestion, express or implied, of "a search 
query received from a user terminal located on the network, the search query 
comprising at least one search parameter specified by a user; a source 
selection received from the user terminal, the source selection specified by 
26 the user; and means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources in 
conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the search; 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
30 subsequently refining search results with information from at least one of the 
user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results 
with information from at least one of the user-specified sources." 
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In addition, Haitsuka is silent in regard for returning the results of such a 
refined search to any of the user and a recipient other than the user. 

5 Therefore, in regard to Claim 46 as amended, Applicant submits that 
Haitsuka clearly fails to disclose or suggest "a system implemented across a 
network, comprising: 

a search query received from a user terminal located on the network, 
the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by a 
1 0 . user; 

a source selection received from the user terminal, the source 
selection specified by the user; 

means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of 

15 using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 

in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search; 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
20 of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
and 

25 means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
recipient other than the user." 

Applicant therefore submits that independent Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46, as 
amended, overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
30 anticipated by Haitsuka. 

The Examiner bears the burden of establishing a prima facie case of 
anticipation (In re King, 801 F.2d 1324, 1327, 231 USPQ 136, 138-139 (Fed. 
Cir. 1986)). The prior art reference must disclose each element of the 
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claimed invention, as correctly interpreted, and as arranged in the claim 
(Lindermann Maschinefabrik Gmbh v. American Hoist & Derrick Co., 730 F-2d 
1452, 221 USPQ 481, 485 (Fed. Cir. 1984)). A claim is anticipated, only if 
each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or 
5 inherently described, in a single prior art reference. The identical invention 
must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the claim (MPEP 
2131). 

As Claims 2-16 depend from amended independent Claim 1, as Claims 18-29 
10 depend from amended independent Claim 17, as Claims 31-45 depend from 
amended independent Claim 30, and as Claims 47-61 depend from amended 
independent Claim 46, and inherently contain all the limitations of the claims 
they depend from, they are seen to be patentable as welL 

15 35 U.S.C. § 103. Claim Rejections, 

10. The Office Action states that "Claims 12, 25, 41 and 57 are rejected 
under 35 U,S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haitsuka et al. (Haitsuka 
hereinafter)(U.S. Patent No, 6,847,992 B1, filed October 19, 1999) in view of 
Ford et al. (Ford hereinafter) (U.S. Patent No. 6,963.867 B2, filed: March 31, 
20 2003." 

Applicant disagrees that Claims 1, 17, 30 and 40 are unpatentable over 
Haitsuka et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,847,992 B1) in view of Ford (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,963,867 B2). 

25 

Hilton Davis / Festo Statement 

Applicant has amended Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46, for convenience in 
prosecution, and reserves the right to present the same or similar claims in a 
related Application. The amendments herein were not made for any reason 
30 related to patentability. 

As discussed above, Haitsuka describes details of acquisition of information 
related to a user by a server, as seen at least In col. 4, lines 54-57, wherein: 
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"In another aspect of the invention, an online server obtains descriptive 
information related to the user, such as the user's age, gender, 
address, interests, marriage status, income, and occupation." 

5 Also as discussed above, Haitsuka describes details of analysis of user- 
related data over time and subsequent use, as seen at least in col. 5. lines 1- 
4, wherein: 

"the user-related information is stored in a data store for the sponsor 
10 The sponsor can then analyze the data over time and modify or 

enhance one or more electronic presentations associated with the 
advertisement".. 

As noted above, Applicant submits that "descriptive information related to the 
15 user" that is obtained by a server, such as for a sponsor, as described by 
Haitsuka, is significantly different than Claim 1, as amended, whereby 
identification of at least one source specified by a user at a terminal is 
received, and wherein a refined search is provided, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of using information from at least one of the user-specified 
20 sources in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search, performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one of the 
user-specified sources, and performing the search with the received search 
parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 
25 search results with information from at least one of the user-specified 
sources. 

Ford describe a "search query processing to provide category-ranked 
presentation of search results" seen at least in the Abstract, wherein: 

30 

"A search engine system displays the results of a multiple-category 
search according to levels of relevance of the categories to a user's 
search query. A query server receives a search query from a user and 
identifies, within each of multiple item categories, a set of items that 
35 satisfy the query. The sets of items are used to generate, for each of 
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the multiple categories, a score that reflects a level significance or 
relevance of the category to the search. The scores may be based, for 
example, on the number of hits within each category relative to the 
total number of items in that category, the popularity levels of items 
5 that satisfy the query, a personal profile of the user, or a combination 

thereof. The categories are then presented to the user, together with 
the most relevant items within each category, in the order of highest to 
lowest category relevance." 

10 Ford describe user ratings of located merchants, and storage of such 
merchant ratings data, as seen at least in col. 6, lines 28-31 , wherein; 

"Furthermore, in embodiments in which the web site 130 provides 
users an option to rate the located merchants (e.g., on a scale of 1-5), 
15 and to view the ratings entered by other users, the Product Spider 

Database 147 may store the merchant ratings data." 

While Ford describes that a search query system wherein scores reflect a 

level significance or relevance of the category to the search, there is no 
20 disclosure, express or implied, of a system or process in which an 

identification of a user-specified source is received, and wherein a refined 

search is provided, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources in 

conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the search, 
25 performing the search with the received search parameters and 

subsequently refining search results with information from at least one of the 

user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 

subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results 
30 with information from at least one of the user-specified sources. 

As discussed above, Applicant has amended Claim 1, to claim a process 
implemented across a network, comprising the steps of: 

receiving identification of at least one source specified by a user at a 
35 terminal; 
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receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 
using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
5 in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 

search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the user-specified sources, and 
10 performing the search with the received search parameters and 

subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
1 5 recipient other than the user. 

Support is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on page 13, lines SO'-SI; on page 13, 
line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18, line 3; on page 18, 
20 line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
lines 16^21; on page 26. lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1^4 and 30-37; on 
page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4. 10-11, 13-14. 17-19, 26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 
42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-1 1 and 15. 

25 In regard to Claim 1 as amended. Applicant submits that, even in 
combination, Haitsuka and Ford fail to disclose "a process implemented 
across a network, comprising the steps of: 

receiving identification of at least one source specified by a user at a 
terminal; 

30 receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 

least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement compnses any of 
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using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
5 subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 

of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
10 and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a recipient 
other than the user." 

Therefore, the prima facie obviousness case is incomplete because both 
15' Haitsuka and Ford fail to teach or suggest all the claim limitations (IVIPEP 
2142, 2143.03). To support the conclusion that the claimed invention is 
directed to obvious subject matter, either the references must expressly or 
impliedly suggest the claimed invention or the Examiner must present a 
convincing line of reasoning as to why the artisan would have found the 
20 claimed invention to have been obvious in light of the teachings of the 
references (Ex Parte Clapp. 227 USPQ 972, 973 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 
1985), MPEP 706,02(j)). 

Applicant therefore submits that independent Claim 1, as amended, 
25 overcomes the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Haitsuka in view of Ford. As claim 12 depends from amended independent 
Claim 1 as amended, and inherently contains all the limitations of the claims it 
depends from, Claim 12 is seen to be patentable as well. 

30 As discussed above, Applicant has amended independent Claim 17, to claim 
a process implemented across a network, comprising the steps of: 

soliciting from a user at a terminal any of an Identification and a 
selection of at least one information source; 
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receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 
using information from at least one of the solicited information 
5 sources in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform 

the search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the solicited information sources, and 
1 0 performing the search with the received search parameters and 

subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the solicited information 
sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a 
1 5 recipient other than the user. 


Support is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on page 13, lines 30-31; on page 13, 
line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18, line 3; on page 18, 
20 line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1-4 and 30-37; on 
page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4, 10-11, 13-14, 17-19, 26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 
42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15. 

25 While Ford describes that a search query system wherein scores reflect a 
level significance or relevance of the category to the search, there is no 
disclosure, express or implied, of a system or process in which an 
identification or selection of an information source is solicited from a user, and 
wherein a refined search is provided, wherein the refinement comprises any 

30 of 

using infomnation from at least one of the solicited information sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the search, 
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performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one of the 
solicited information sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results 
with information from at least one of the solicited information sources. 

Therefore, in regard to Claim 17 as amended, Applicant submits that, even in 
combination, Haitsuka and Ford fail to disclose "a process implemented 
across a network, comprising the steps of: 

soliciting from a user at a terminal any of an identification and a 
selection of at least one information source; 

receiving a search query from the user, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 
using information from at least one of the solicited information 

sources in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform 

the search, 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the solicited information sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the solicited information 
sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search to any of the user and a recipient 
other than the user," 

Therefore, the prima facie obviousness case is incomplete because both 
Haitsuka and Ford fail to teach or suggest all the claim limitations (MPEP 
2142, 2143.03), To support the conclusion that the claimed invention is 
directed to obvious subject matter, either the references must expressly or 
impliedly suggest the claimed invention or the Examiner must present a 
convincing line of reasoning as to why the artisan would have found the 
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claimed invention to have been obvious in light of the teachings of the 
references (Ex Parte Clapp, 227 USPQ 972, 973 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 
1985). MPEP 7O6.O20)). 

5 Applicant therefore submits that Independent Claim 17, as amended, 
overcomes the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Haitsuka in view of Ford. As claim 25' depends from amended independent 
Claim 17 as amended, and inherently contains all the limitations of the claims 
it depends from, Claim 25 is seen to be patentable as well. 

io 

As discussed above, Applicant has also amended independent Claim 30. to 
claim a search enhancement system, comprising: 
a search engine; 

at least one source comprising information; 
15 means for receiving a search query entered by a user at a terminal, the 

search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by the user; 

means for receiving identification of at least one of the sources 
specified by the user; and 

means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
20 comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search at the search engine; 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
25 search parameters and subsequently refining search results with 

information from at least one of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
search parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and 
sorting of the search results with information from at least one of the 
30 user-specified sources; and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 
and a recipient other than the user. 
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Support is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on page 13. lines 30-31; on page 13, 
line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18, line 3; on page 18, 
line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
.5 lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1-4 and 30-37; on 
page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4. , 10-11. 13-14, 17-19, 26-27. 30-32. 39-40, 
42. 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15. 

While Ford describes that a search query system wherein scores reflect a 
10 level significance or relevance of the category to the search, there is no 
disclosure, express or implied, of a system which comprises means for 
receiving an identification is of at least one source specified by a user, and 
means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement comprises any 
of 

15 using information from at least one of the user-specified sources in 

conjunction with received search parameters to perform the search at a 
search engine; 

performing the search at the search engine with the received search 
parameters and subsequently refining search results with information from at 
20 least one of such user-specified sources, and 

performing the search at the search engine with the received search 
parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 
search results with information from at least one of such user-specified 
sources, 

25 

Therefore, in regard to Claim 30 as amended, Applicant submits that, even in 
combination, Haitsuka and Ford fail to disclose "a search enhancement 
system, comprising: 

a search engine; 
30 at least one source comprising information; 

means for receiving a search query entered by a user at a terminal, the 
search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by the user; 

means for receiving identification of at least one of the sources 
specified by the user; and 
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means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
5 search at the search engine; 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
search parameters and subsequently refining search results with 
information from at least one of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search at the search engine with the received 
10 search parameters and subsequently providing any of organizing and 

sorting of the search results with information from at least one of the 
user-specified sources; and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 
and a recipient other than the user." 

15 

Therefore, the prima facie obviousness case is incomplete because both 
Haitsuka and Ford fail to teach or suggest all the claim limitations (MPEP 
2142, 2143.03). To support the conclusion that the claimed invention is 
directed to obvious subject matter, either the references must expressly or 
20 impliedly suggest the claimed invention or the Examiner must present a 
convincing line of reasoning as to why the artisan would have found the 
claimed invention to have been obvious in light of the teachings of the 
references (Ex Parte Clapp, 227 USPQ 972, 973 (Bd. Pat, App. & Inter. 
1985). MPEP 7O6.O20)). 

25 

Applicant therefore submits that independent Claim 30, as amended, 
overcomes the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Haitsuka in view of Ford. As claim 41 depends from amended independent 
Claim 30 as amended, and inherently contains all the limitations of the claims 
30 it depends from, Claim 41 is seen to be patentable as well. 

As also discussed above, Applicant has amended independent Claim 46, to 
claim a system implemented across a network, comprising: 
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a search query received from a user terminal located on the network, 
the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by a 
user; 

a source selection received from the user terminal, the source 
5 selection specified by the user; 

means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of 

using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 
in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
10 search; 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
of the user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
15 subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 

results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
and 

means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 
and a recipient other than the user. 

20 

Support is. seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; 
on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on page 13, lines 30-31; on page 13, 
line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 to page 18, line 3; on page 18, 
line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to page 23, line 9; on page 23, 
25 lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-30; on page 27, lines 1-4 and 30-37; on 
page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4. 10-11, 13-14, 17-19, 26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 
42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15, 

While Ford describes that a search query system wherein scores reflect a 
30 level significance or relevance of the category to the search, there is no 
disclosure, express or implied, of a system which comprises at least one 
source selection received from a user terminal, the source selection specified 
by the user, and means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of 
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using information from at least one of the user-specified sources in 
conjunction with received search parameters to perform the search; 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one of the 
5 user-specified sources, and 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results 
with information from at least one of the user-specified sources. 

10 Therefore, in regard to Claim 46 as amended, Applicant submits that, even in 
combination, Haitsuka and Ford fail to disclose "a system Implemented 
across a network, comprising: 

a search query received from a user terminal located on the network, 
the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by a 

15 user; 

a source selection received from the user terminal, the source 
selection specified by the user; 

means for providing a refined search, wherein the refinement 
comprises any of 

20 using information from at least one of the user-specified sources 

in conjunction with the received search parameters to perform the 
search; 

performing the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently refining search results with information from at least one 
25 of the user-specified sources, and 

performing, the search with the received search parameters and 
subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search 
results with information from at least one of the user-specified sources; 
and 

30 means for returning the results of the refined search to any of the user 

and. a recipient other than the user." 

Therefore, the prima facie obviousness case is incomplete because both 
Haitsuka and Ford fail to teach or suggest all the claim limitations (MPEP 
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2142, 2143.03). To support the conclusion that the claimed invention is 
directed to obvious subject matter, either the references must expressly or 
Impliedly suggest the claimed invention or the Examiner must present a 
convincing line of reasoning as to why the artisan would have found the 
6 claimed invention to have been obvious in light of the teachings of the 
references (Ex Parte Clapp, 227 USPQ 972, 973 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 
1985), MPEP706.02(j)). 

Applicant therefore submits that independent Claim 46, as amended, 
1 0 overcomes the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 03 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Haitsuka in view of Ford. As claim 57 depends from amended independent 
Claim 46 as amended; and inherently contains all the limitations of the claims 
it depends from, Claim 57 is seen to be patentable as well. 

15 Other Amendments. 

Applicant has amended Figure 2 and Figure 3, to correct minor errors. 
Applicant has amended the Specification, to correct minor grammatical errors. 

Applicant has amended Claims 4, 5, 6, 20, 21, 22, 33, 34, 35, 49, 50 and 51, 
20 to properly depend from the respective independent Claims, as amended, 
Applicant has amended Claims 13, 14, 26, 27, 38, 42, 43, 58 and 59, to 
provide proper antecedent terminology. 

Applicant has amended Claims 2, 18, 31 and 47 to particularly point out and 
25 distinctly claim prefen'ed embodiments. Support is seen in the Application as 
filed, at least on page 15, lines 32-35; and on page 29, lines 16-20. 

Applicant has amended Claims 3, 19, 32 and 48 to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim preferred embodiments. Support is seen in the Application as 
30 filed, at least on page 15, lines 10-18. 

Applicant has amended Claims 10, 11, 39, 40, 55 and 56 to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim preferred embodiments. Support is seen in the 
Application as filed, at least on page 16, lines 11-27; and on page 26, lines 
35 32-37. 
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CONCLUSION 


For the foregoing reasons, the claims In the present application are directed 
5 to statutory subject matter and are patentably distinguished over the cited 
references. Applicant also submits that the amendments do not introduce 
new matter into the Application. Based on the foregoing, Applicant considers 
the invention to be in condition for allowance, Applicant earnestly solicits the 
Examiner's withdrawal of the rejections set forth in the prior Office Action, 
10 such that a Notice of Allowance is forwarded to Applicant, and the present 
application is therefore allowed to issue as a United States Patent. 


Respectfully Submitted, 


15 



IVIichael A. Glenn 
Reg. No. 30,176 


20 Customer No. 22862 
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Amendments to the Drawings 

In Figure 2, please replace the reference character "22a" with "22b", as 
shown on the replacement sheet 

In Figure 3, please replace the text legend "Delivery or Enhanced Results" 
associated with reference character 41 with ""Delivery of Enhanced Results"", 
as shown on the replacement sheet. 
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